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Morris Campus Assembly
Minutes
May 22, 1972
Provost Imholte reminded the Assembly that the amendment of the first
paragraph of the proposed Mission s·tatement was before the Assembly
and that the Executive Committee recommends to table the proposal if
large scale amendments are forthcoming.
John Diehl moved to return the statement to the committee and proceed
to the Cluster College proposal. The motion passed 37 to 27 with 6
abstentions.
Bob Morris invited written statements suggesting changes in the statement by the end of the day tomorrow so the Assembly can consider a
second draft of the statement on May 30.
The Cluster College proposal from the Morris Campus Planning Committee
was moved to be tabled by Steve Granger until'a Mission Statement is
approved. The motion to table was seconded and passed by show of hands.
The minutes of the Assembly for April 10, 19, 24, and May 1, 1972,were
approved by voice vote. The White Paper on Campus Governance from the
Executive Committee was discussed as an item for information. The
discussion centered on the following concerns and reactions:
The expressed desire not to reconstitute the Assembly to a fully
representative body. One member of the Assembly did suggest
reconstitution but this statement was not followed with supporting
statements. Those against reconstitution felt the opportunity
to participate in campus governance important and wished to retain
a: voice in the Assembly.
Although the inability of the Assembly to gain a voting quorum was
not an issue, this was discussed.
Frustration in the process of legislation in the Assembly was
attributed to "hidden agendas." which frustrate positive discussion
and ease in the deliberative process by allowing vested interests
or personal elements to enter the discussion. The structure of the
Assembly was not criticized. The persons who participate in it should,
however, feel a greater sense of community.
The question of student ratio of representation and participation
in the Assembly was raised as. a subject of further discussion.
Some practicial considerations were introduced as follows:
Create divisional appointees whose task it would be to discuss
and clarify Ass.embJ..y issues before they reached the floor of
the Ass.embly.
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Schedule a totally clear or open time during the week for an Assembly
meeting time.
Sort out items that are not truly Assembly agenda items and that could
be handled s9lely by committees of the Assembly.
Clarify the relationships of committees of the Assembly in order to
facilitate the process of moving legislation forward and the understanding of the same process by Assembly members.
Hold open forum meetings of committees of the Ass·embly before significant
legislation is discussed by the Assembly in order to clarify is.sues
before they reach the Assembly.
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